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DEVELOFiNG PROPER ATTITUDES TOW AMD EYE PilCTECTION 

m THE SCHOOL SHOP 



Sdioo! shop safety plays m tereasisig role In O’ar isiodem=day educational 
A recei^ survey of local directors of vosational'^iadustrial education 
throisgliout Permsylvasiia {Schaefer? I960) places the proMem of identification and 
proper use of safety ctevices for the various vocatteal -Industrie! tramin^ areas 
high oa the list of problems neediijg study » As the v^jork force of the nation advances^ 
so i»ill the rate of occurrence of eye injuries and other disabling injiiries-o Unless 
we improve on our past record* it is inevifnble that about a quarter million more 
disablin^j injuries will occur in 1965 than were suffered in 1957 {UoS, Department 
of Labor* 1953) » 

These figures strike cold when it is realized daat one out of. ©very one hundred 
boys and. girls i, 14 to 19 years of age who are now entering the labor force* will die 
as a result of a work injury; six will suffer a permanent impairment; and seventy 
will ejiiperience one or more dlsablhig work injuries before reaching retirement o 
la other words* only :23 out of the 100 will complete their working lives without a 
work injury {U,> Sc Departmeztt of Labor* 1958) » 

No ’.vonderf fhens she astute leadership of industrial education in Pennsylvania 
is concerned with the whole problem of school shop safety o 



The Jhcdblem 



The problem to investigate various methods of implementing school shop 
eye protection programs so as to develop a favorable and lasting attitude on the 
part of students toward eye protection throughout fheir working careers o 

In fsiB broadest s^se^ the problem was concerned with developing favorable 
attitudes toward the use of eye protective devices » As safety behavior is a personal 
matter^ those who get hurt are probably 95® responsible for their own injuries « 
Therefore^ the individual’s attitude toward eye protection is of major importance 
if he is to survive the rigorous test of avoiding injury In not only the school shop 
but tijroughout his working career. 

The problem^ defined more narrowly^ was related to ways of implementing 
an eye protection program in a school shop. To ignore some form of eye protection 
in the quasi industrial surroundings of a school shop appears to the researchers to be 
tantamount to toiling tragedy. Yet school shop eye protection varies greatly from 
school to school md fmm shop teacher to shop teacher. 



it v^as hypothesised that a voluntary method of implementing an eye protection 
program^ when properly reinforced^ would develop the greatest change in studem; 
attitude and result in wearing eye protection devices 100% of the time in the school 
shop. 

The initial shock of individual observation when an accident occurs usually 
stimulates increased safety consciousness. Accordingly:) the reinforcement vari* 
able in this study consisted of a vivid color movie titled^ "It’s Up To Youj " which 
depicted the necessary medical treatment and painful results of an eye injury as 
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obtained in industry. The movie print was made available throu^ fbe Penn State 
Film Library mid was produced by die National Sodety for the Prevention ci BUndness* 
Sub Hypotheses 

In eddition» the following sub’^hypotheses were postulated throu^out the study: 

{ 1 } if forced to vjear safety glasses, individuals would develop a negative attitude 
toward tbe eye safety eqpip>3A*^» <uid (2) if left at their own volition, the student 
attitude would remain unchanged throas^out the study. 

The Method 

The design made use of diree parallel groups wllh samples selected from two 
Independent populations. The study of each sample was staged in the realistic con- 
text of existing school shops on bodi the college and secondary school level. 

The Sample 

The secondary school sample consisted of forty <40) students enrolled in tenth 
grade vocational machins! shop classes, Hi£^ schools tahing part in the study at diis 
level were Berwick, Altoom, and Bellefonte, 

Tfie college sample was limited to thirty-six (3d) students Cboth industrial arts 
and fSTgineering studentsi who were taking a course in machine shop at The Peum State 
University. 

Thfs Treatment 

The following study design was replicated with both samples. 

Control gvoup— The following steps were carried out: 

1. an introduction was presented to die topic of eye safety by means 
of a tape recording; 

2. administered the pre-test attitude scale ; 

3.. distributed eye protection devices (Individual safety glasses) ; 

4, administered the post-test attitude scale at the end of a fiv<»-w<tek 
period. 
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E:sperimeiital gsoup**The experimental group received the same treatment 

as the control group except the reinforcement variable 
film, ”It*8 Up To Yott» " was presented after step num- 
ber fiiree. 

Forced group— Treatment was file same as for the control group except students 

were forced to wear safety glasses lOOJS of the time while 
in the school shop. 

As indicated, each individual taking part in the study was provided a pair of indus- 
trial type safety glasses or cover goggles for their personal usco Thus, each partici- 
pant had no excuse for not wearlqg file necessary and approved eye protective devices 
during tlie shop activities* 

Measuring Instruments 

Two attitude scales (Secondary School and College Edition) of the Idkert Summated 
Rating Type were c^mstructed in experimental forms with the aid of tenth grade hi^ 
school machine shop students and industrial arts teachers who were attending the 
summer term* These initial attitude scale forms were administered to a sample of 
76 tenth grade high school students and 109 perspective in^strial arts teachers 
emvolled at Oswego State College, New York. An analysis was made of each item on 
the oxiginai editions asiflg Allen Edwards' technique in attitude scale construction (1957). 
Item tabulations were then made on a specially designed work sheet, Addendum A. 
llse original secondary school scale of 64 items was reduced by the analysis to 44 
items and the original collie scale of 84 items was reduced to 60 items. Reliability 
coefficient as reproduced by the Kuder Richardson formula resulted in coefficients 
of ,89 and .95 respectively. Copies of the revised attitude scales can be found in 
Addenda B and C. 

In addition to the attitude scale development, a number of data collecting devices 
were constructed. These are as follows : 
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io Film Reaction Survey (Addendum D)*«A survey form designed to collect 
opinions regardiqg the film. 

2r Safety Glass Survey (Addendum £)— A survey form constructed to provide 
responses r^rdiqg the safety glasses or cover goggles which were supplied 
as well as providiqg an opportunity to the respondents for comments about 
the experiment itself 

3. Observation Check (Addendu m F)-*A form on which the teadher could 
record a daily check of how many students were wearing their safety 
glasses. 



Results 

As previously stated, the study design utilized replications wifh two independent 
samples. Therefore, fhe stucfy data, whenever possible, are reported and analyzed 

together. 



Pre-Test, Post-Test Attitude Change 

Testing of the major hypothesis consisted of administering the two editions of Ibe 
attitude scale on a pre-test and post-test basis as called for in the design. 



TABLE i 



Pre-Post Test Attitude Scale 
Secondary School Sample 



Group 


N 


Mean 

Pre-Test Post-Test 


Standard Deviation 
Pre-Test Post-Test 




Control 


16 


117.1 


118.0 


11.3 


14.7 


NS 


Foixed 


10 


129.7 


116.0 


13.8 


17.8 


NS 


1 

1 

1 

1 


14 


106.0 


110.0 


13.4 


17.7 


NS 


Total 


49 


. 











NS Not SigniEcant 
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TABLBn 

Pre-Post Test Attitude Scale 
Ck>Uege Sample 



Group 


N 


Mean 

Pre-Test Post-Test 


Standard Deviation 
Pre-Test Post-Test 




Control 


11 


143.5 


145.8 


16*6 


15.6 


NS 


Forced 


13 


145*3 


143.6 


17.4 


31.5 


NS 


Experimental 


12 


155.1 


162.6 


22*3 


22.4 


NS 


Total 


36 













NS Not Significant 



It is olrvious from the data in Tables I and IE that tiie film, "It's Up To Youp ” is 
not a panacea for developing favorable and lasting attitudes toward eye protection* 
Neither samplesp secondary or collegSp showed a signifilcast mean gain* The mean 
gain of the experimental groups as recorded by the two separate editions of the attitude 
scale was 4*0 for the secondary school sample and 7 *5 for the college sample* These 
small gains were achieved over a flve-we^ period for the coUi^ge sample and a six* 
wedk period for the secondary school sample and could occur on the basis of chance 
variation. It is <d>vious from Tables 1 and n that the favorableness of attitude of the 
forced groups (those who were forced to wear the eye safety glasses) declined. The 
college sample mean attitudep when forced to wear safety glassesp declined 1*7 points 
anri Uie secondary school sample declined 13*7 points* Here again the decline was not 
ai gnifS cant and could be attributed to chanc e * 

In cadh samplep the control groups' mean attitude scores remained almost con- 
stant wiish the coUdga sample gaining 2*3 and tiie aecondtery school sample increasing 
only 0*7 through<K)^ ^ study* 
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Observed Check on Wearing Safety Glasses 
An observational check of the actual percentage of time that the eye-safety glasses 
'were worn by the parf ^cipants in all of the groups was made to determine and compare 
attitude change with what was "said" and with what was "practiced*' » The study widi 
the secondary school sample enlisted the teachers' cooperation in m a k i n g a daily "spot 
check" of the number of students observed wearing the eye sa:l^ devices at different 
intervals throughout eadi day. The college sample made use of the observational chedk 
only once during the five-week study period. 

TABLE HE 



Observed Check on Wearing Safety Glasses 
Sec<H3dary School Sample 



Group N Number 


TotelNo. 


Total NOo % 'V 






Observations 


Observed 


Wearily Glasses 


Forced 


m 


30 


295 


293 


97 












2.04* 


Experimental 


14 


32 


449 


189 


42 

NS 


Control 


16 


33 


502 


333 


66 


^ Significant at .i 
NS Not Significam 


viewer 












TABLE nr 










(^Tserved Check on Wearing Safety Glasses 








College Sample 






Group 


N 


No. Observed 


% 




Comments 




Wearhg Glasses 








Forced 


13 


12 


92 


2.0® 


One not wearing 
glasses was working 


Control 


11 


6 


60 


NS 


on set-up. 


Experimental 


9 


8 


89 




One bad cover on 
fordiead. 


TMl 


33 











^ Significant at .05 level 
Not Significant 
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Tables HI and IV fioxtber Indicate tbe llmltatloiw In psactlce of trying to develop 
an attimde with the aing^ xeinfoxcemenc variable (Ibe film) used In this stu^« The 
forced groups In each case reported the highest rate of incidence of wearing the safety 
glasseso The secondary sdiool forced groups were observed wearing their safety 
glasses T^% of fiie time and the college group 92% of file timeo The secondary school 
control group wore their glasses 66% of the time and the college control group 60% of 
the timeo 

The experimental group of the secondary school sample had the poorest record of 
wearing safety glasses with only 42% of file students having them on at the time of 
thirty »tivo dsservatioiis. The experimental group of the college sample was observed 
only once and at that time 09% of the students were utilising their eye safety protectiono 

From file observation of actual practice, fiie forced groups in both samples had 
fine highest rate of occurrence of wearing safety glasses. Significant dlffcre^'^es 
beiiween^rceiitagea were in ihvor of file forced groups when comparing control 
groups « 

Reaction to the FiUn 

An attempt was made to secure student reaction to the film which was used as the 
reinforcement variable e The film represented a negative or **shock treatment intiiat 
it shews an actual snedicai operation resulting from an eye injury. Reactions recorded 
from the film survey form are recorded In Table V « 

Table V Indicates strong endorsement of the film fay both samples. The secondary 
school sample apparently "winced” somewhat more than the college sample as a total 
of 47% of the tenth graders admitted they turned away or closed their eyes sometime 

the showing and 34% of the college sample did likewiseo The table indicates that 
color is an important aspect of the film. 
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TABLE V 



Film Reactioa Survey 
Seccmdary School and College Sample 




ic Should this film he shown to 
adult persons who work around 
machinery? 

Definitely should he shown 14 

Probably should he shown 0 

2c. Should this film be shown to 

school students who work 
In the school shop? 

D^anltely should be shown 14 

Probably should be shown 0 

3o Should this film be shown to 
Junior high school students who 
^!9ork in the school shop? 

Oelinitely should be shown 12 

Proibabiy should be shown 2 

4o Did you close your e 3 res or 
turs^. <away during the showing 
so m not to see certain parts 
of the aim? 

Sometimes 
Once in awhile 
Hardly ever 
Never 

5, What do you think about usii^ 
color in a film of this type? 

Def initely should be used 11 

Probably should be used 1 

Would make Me difference 2 

d. Do you thinSi other such films 
should he made f.o point out the 
problem of safety in the shop? 

Definitely should be made 12 

Probably should be made 2 



1 

1 

4 

8 



100 

0 



100 

0 



85 

15 



7 

7 

30 

56 



80 

7 

15 



85 

15 



11 

1 



11 

1 



11 

1 



1 

1 

2 

8 



9 

3 

0 



10 

2 



92 

8 



92 

8 



92 

8 



8 

8 

18 

66 



67 

33 

0 



82 

18 
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After the study was completed, a more startUag relative to this potoit 

took place at a showing of the Him to three eleventh sad twelfth grade industrial 
arts classeso ft is reported that seven out of lhirty»three of the viewing students 
apparently suffered adverse physical reaction from the shorwii^o One of ftiese 
actually ftdntedo 

Reaction to Wearing Eye Protection 

The safety glasses used throi^out the stu^ were of type and quality as issued 
hy industry o Table VI shows the reaction of ftitrty-two students to six specific items 
asked about these safety glasses and/or cover goggles « 

SMy-three per cent of those wearing the glasses Indicated they fit well, whereas, 
only forty^three per cent of those wearing the caver goggles responded in a like 
manner o Of those participants who did not feel the safety glasses fit well, sixty- 
seven per c^t merely Indicated in a general way that they were uncomfortable. 

Much the same complaint was issued by the users of ihe cover goggles. 

The lenses of the glasses were satisfactory in 84% of the cases for the safety 
glasses but only 43% of the cases for the cover goggles. Those indicating lenses were 
not satisfactory for the cover goggles responded 100% to the Item regarding how 
easily they could be scratched. 

The style of safety glasses, which utilized side shields, was reported satislactory 
by 77% of the respondents. The strongest objection was tb@ difficulty in carrying 
them around as the side shields did not permit ttiem to fold flat. The style of the 
cover gnggies was found to be satisfactory 1^ 57% of the participants with objection 
being registered regarding the difilculty of carrying them and the side shields prevent- 
ing perii^eral vision. 



o 
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TABLE VI 

Readion to WoaxiBg Safety Glasses and Cotex Gogg;les 
Secondary School Sample 



Rem 



Safety Glasses 
f % 



Cover Gaggles 

f % 



ie The glasses or covers fat 
v?eUo 



Yes 


20 


63 


3 


43 


No 


12 


37 


4 


57 


2o If *W in item indicate 










die difflcttltyCs). 










So they did not fit my nose 


5 


42 


2 


SO 


bo they pinched my ears 


3 


23 


0 


0 


Co were uncomfortably heavy 


2 


17 


0 


0 


do irritated my skin 


2 


17 


1 


25 


e« pinched my temples 


I 


8 


0 


0 


f o were difficult to adjust 


1 


8 


0 


0 


g« in general were imcomfortableS 


67 


2 


SO 


3« The leasers were satisfactoryo 










Yes 


26 


84 


3 


43 


No 


5 


16 


4 


57 


4o If "no" In item indicate the 










difRculey(s)e 










So the lenses scratch easily 


2 


40 


4 


100 


bo the lenses io^ up 


1 


20 


0 


0 


c* the lenses make eyes water 


1 


20 


0 


0 


5o The style of safety glasses or 










covers was satisfectoryo 










Yes 


24 


77 


4 


57 


No 


7 


23 


3 


43 


6e If *W in item indicate the 










dSfficuity(s)o 










a . side shields prevent side 










vision 


1 


14 


1 


33 


bo they were difficult to carry 


3 


43 


1 


33 


Co I didn't lovik good In diem 


5 


71 


0 


0 


do Other 






Outside edges 



Made my sldn hot< 
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When GomparlQg the attllude scores of those Indtvidiisls ^rhose safety glosses 
hit well wJtii tiiose whose did not fit well; stattstlcsl differences were f ound in two 
of the secondary school sample groupso Table VII shows the mean attitude scores 
within groups and the significance of difference between meanso Mean atUtiide 
scores differed significantly at the 5% level within the forced and the experimental 
groups« 



TABLE VU 



Fit of Safety Glasses and Atdtude Scores 
Seccmdary School Sam^de 



Grmip 


N 


Mean Attitude Score 


"t" 


Forced Group 
Fit well 


5 


130 


3.6® 


Did not fit well 


5 


ICl 




Control Group 
Fit wcU 


11 


121 


. «n*® 

1.98 


Did not fil well 


3 


107 




Experimental Group 
Fit well 


6 


c 

m 

• 


2,6® 


Did not fit weU 8 


101 





® Significant at o05 level 
NS Not Significant 



General Comments from Respcmdents 

the study participants were availed the opportunity to ei^press their feelings 
about safety glasses 1009& of die time In the school shopo The most repeated 

comment was to the effect that they appreciated having an opportunity to take part In 
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the study, but somewhat vdielled at the idea of wearing safety glasses lOQK of tiie 



time while in the sho^o One paxticipaiit reported tiiat, "They (the glasses) stopped 
a big piece of metal once for me so I am sold on them." A similar comment was» 

"The first day I had them on they stopped a piece of metal from hitting me." 

It was apparent that in some cases individuals who were not accustomed to wear- 
ing eye spectacles had a great deal of difficulty in feeling at ease while wearing the 
safety glasses. One very negative comment was, "I did not particularly like wearing 
the safety glasses and they hurt my ears every time 1 put them on. These glasses 
were more bmher thnn they were worth. " 

Discussion 

The problem dealt with the notion that eye safety is a persosial matter involving 
an hidividuars atHtude toward self-preservatton of his s%ht„ Thuretone describes 
attitude, "As the degree of positive or n^ative affect (feeling) associated with some 
psychological object " (Edwards, 1957). In a similar manner, Guilford (1954) states, 
"An attitude is a personal disposition common to individuals, but possessed to different 
degrees which impells them to react to objects, situations, or propositions in ways 
that can be called favorable or unfavorable." 

In this study, attitudinal change— the disposition to act in the hypothesized manner— 
was not sigsiificcintly achievedc This is to say, the data does not support statistScally 
a significant mean gain in favorableness of attitude toward voluntarily wearing eye 
protecti<m devices 100% of the time in the sdiool shop. The reinforcement variable, 
the film, "It's Up To You, " as used with the experimental groups did not produce a 
significant difference within the samples. 

As hypothesized, the attitude of the forced groups, those who had to wear the 
safety glasses while in the school shop, declined in favorableness but again not 
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sig n ifi cant ly^ Nsveztiielesst tiie decline in the mean scofe emidiasizes file dlfflailty 
shat is to be expected in stttciidliial development when imposing or "mandating” actloa* 

H should be pointed out, howeverp file forced groups acquired a significantly higher 
percentage (at the .OS level) in actual eye protection while working in the stdiool shop. 
Therefore, it is apparent fiiat eye safety can be obtained throngh "enforcement of 
rules" even though the attitude toward eye safety may declinec If the mere wearing 
of eye safety equipment irrespective of attitude is the paramount problem, then 
enforcement appears to be the answer to safeguarding against eye injuries in the 
school shopo It was hypoihesired that the voluntaary use of eye protective devices would 
<^velop fiivorable eye safety attitudes and the wearing of the safety glasses would auto* 
matically foUowo This proved not to be because the obseinrational check indicated fiiat 
file secoiulary school experimental group had the lowest percentage (42%) of its students 
wearing safety glasses throu^out the study« 

The filmp "It's Up To You, " through its depiction of an actual eye injury and file 
ensuing medical treatment provided a sobering efiect on bofii the secondary school 
and colliige samples* There Is even some indication that file audience should be wantsd 
before the showing so fiiey can be prepared for the surgical sceneso It appears best 
to show the film in a well*ventilated room wlfii each indiviciisal in a properly seated 
viewing posifioDLo A reminder that the eyes can be closed or head turned away from 
any scene which may appear unduly ofiensive to file individual seems to be in order* 

As impressive as this film is In providing a "shock" stimulus, its result was not signifi- 
cantly lasting even over the six-week interval of the study. It cannot be hoped, then, 
to have this stimulus carry over into one's working career. The study data suggests 
the film, "It's Up To You, " is not a panacea to file problem of developing favorable 

atthndes toward eye protection, and at the best it serves as an initial shock treatment 
with limited lof^itudinal effects* 
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A significant letetionriiip exists betwisen attitiicic sad how well the safety glasses 
fila This was evident when a "t" test xevesled a significant difference in mean a tti tiide 
gain (at the *05 level) amoog those who said their glasses fit well as compared to 
fiiose who indicated fine g^ses did not fit comfostably« To this pointy then, fee 
proper fit and comfort of eye protection devices is most importance It most he 
recognized feat individuals who have never experienced prolonged wearing of eye 
spectacles need time to adjust and to become accustomed to fee wearing of safety 
glassese 

The Likert type attitude scale, due to its length, may have worked a hardship 
on fee study participsnts« Youth, especially fee secondary school sample, displayed 
an anxiety to "get fee job done" so they could commence work on their projects* In 
ofeer words, fee scale may not have resulted in recording fee highest degree of atti- 
tude toward fee wearing of safety glasses 100% of fee time in fee school shop* In feis 
respect, it seems desirable to try a unidlmenslonal type of scale or to reduce fee 
number of items on fee present scale* 

The study has but measured one technique which was felt might significantly 
influence an attitude change in favor of weaxh^g safety glasses in fee school shop* The 
results suggest the need for ^veloping additional ways In bringing about desired atti- 
tude change as evidenced by fee actual wearing of eye protective devices* 

Summary 

This study was concerned w^ measuring attitudinal change toward the wearing of 
safety glasses 100% of fee time in the school shop* It was carried on wife two independent 
samples drawn from populations of tenth grade machine shop students and college 
students enrolled in an engineering machine shop course* 
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Tbe design celled for e cootxolp experimeflCalp and fbrced group withia each 
sampleo Paiticlpaata were aiqpi^ed widi a pair of industrial style safety glasses 
or cover goggles for their personal use throoglhout the studyo A Likert Summatad 
Rat^ type attitude scale was developed for each population and administered one 
pre-post test hasiSo Tim experimental groups were shown the film, Lp To You, " 
as released by the National Society for the Prevention of BUndnsss to reinforce a 
brief introduction to the many hazards involving the eyes when working In a school 
shop. The xeinforcemoit fislled to produce statistically a slgniftcant mean gain in 
attitude change In the esi^perimental groups, and the forced groups (mandated to wear 
the glasses) resulted in a negative non-stgnificant mean attltadeo The control groupe* 
mean attitude scores remained almost cmistant* 

TM actual wearing of Ihe safety glasses, as verified by daily (dmervational 
checks, showed the forced groups to have tbe hlg^eat rate of occurrence « The college 
sample experimental group had the second highest rate of occurrence whereas the 
seconda:<ry school experimental sample had the lowest. When comparing favorableness 
of attitude with how well the safety glasses lit, it was found that those who reported 
the glasses to be coxs;fo7table had a significantly bigger mean score (at .05 level) 
than those who reported their glasses fit uncomfortably or poorly. 

The data suggests that the film falls short of being & panacea for developSog a 
favorable and lasting attitude toward the wearing of safety glasses 100% of the time 
in the school shop. Any initial '*8uxge" In attitude Change apparently declines rapidly 
and at the end of the five to six-week period, the student was no more conscious of 
eye safety than he was at die beginning of the study. Study results suggest file need 
for utiibsing supplementary techniques to angmoit the film, if a significant change in 
attitude toward the wearing of safety glasses in the school shop 100% of the time is to 



be achieved. 
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FILM REACTION SURVEY 



You h&ve just viewed a motion picture on eye protection entitled? "It's Up 

To You o’ Please react to the followis^ 2 

io Should ^is film be shown to adult persons who work around machinery? (check one) 

C ) Definitely should be shown 
i ;) Probably should be shown 
i ) Would make little difference 
I ) Probably should not be shown 
( ) Definitely should not be shown 

2o Should this film be shown to high school students who work in the school shop? 

(cheek one| 

C } Definitely should .b© shown 
C ) Probably should be shown 
i ]) Would make little difference 
( ]i Probably should, not be shown 
C } Definitely sho^ild not be shown 

,‘S , Should £Ms film be shcwm to junior high school students who work in the school shop? 

(dieck one) 

C ]) Definitely should be shown 
i ) Probably should be shown 
i ) Would imike little difference 
C } Probably should not be shown 
C ) Definitely should not be shown 

4o Did close your or turn away during the showls^ so as not to see certain 

psirt$ of the fih:n? C^heck one) 

I ) Frequently 

( ) Sometimes 

i ) Once In a wliile 
■ (f )• Hardly wer 

C > Never 

5o What you ttdnk about using color in a film of this type? ((check one) 

C ) Delirdtely should be used 
i II Probably should be used 
C ) Would make little difference 
C > Probably should not be used 
( ) Definitely should not be used 

6o Do think other suds, films should be made to point out the problem of safety in 

die shop? Cch@s!i ose) 

('■ > Defliiltely sihould be made 

i } ProbaMy should be inad® 
r >/ Would ■>’i:slce little difference 
i ) Probably should not be made 
C > Definifeei y should not be made 
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Addendum B 



EYE PROTECTION STUDY 

• Directions Please check the following items r^rding the wearing of 
(safety glasses) (safety covers) which were supplied to you for this studyo 
(Cross Out One) 

lo These glasses or covers fit well o ( )yes ( ) no 

2c 3f "no" in item #1, indicate the difflculty(s)c 
( ) So they did not fit my nose bridge 
C ) bo they pinched my ears 
( ) Co they were uncomfortably heavy 
( ) do they irritated my skin 
( ) 6o they pindbied my temples 
( ) fo they were difficult to adjust 
( ) go in general, they were uncomfortable 
( ) ho other 

3o The leases were satisfactory o ( ) yes ( ) no 

4o If "no" in Item #3, Indicate the di£ficulty(s)c 
C > So the lenses scratch too easily 
( > bo the lenses occasionally fog up 
( > Co the lenses made my eyes water 
( > do other 

So The style of safety glasses or covers was satisfactoryo ( ) yss ( ) noc 

6o If "no" in item #5, indicate the difficulty's) o 

( ) So the side shields prevented side vision 
( ) bo they were too difficult to carry when not In use 
( ) Co 2 didn^t look good while wearing them 
( ) do othe r _ 

^ Pi yecticms - - Please write in your own words how you feel about the study that 
was conductedo 
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DAILY EYE SAFETY CHECK 

Teacher— please fill out this form once each day during the eye safety studyo Do 
not take the count at the same time each day but make it at random times 
Slihg the shop perlodo Under ’’remarks” idease state situations in which 
students are ^ wearing glasseso 



Date 


h^Oo Present 


NOo wearing safety 
glasses and/or covers 


Remarks 
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1954o 
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